Log of B-160-03 Comments and Responses
Urban Water Use Efficiency Resource Management Strategy

12/9/2003
Commentor Date of Comment Draft Date Chapter &Section Comment Response
Business Caucus 11/5/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC delete 'minimal or no irrigation’ X
CLCAetal 10/9/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC delete 'minimal or no irrigation’ X
Urban Caucus recognize 'real world challenges' to
(CUWA et al) 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC implementation X
DWR will participate in peer review,|
conduct sci. peer review of water |of data presented in WPU,
Urban Caucus 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC savings potential including Pl's
Urban Caucus 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC delete 'proven' technologies X
y- example approved by SDCWA,
Urban Caucus 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC objects to San Diego example seems appropriate
Urban Caucus 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC objects to 'easy and affordable’ X
In the present scheme, local
agencies are responsible for
investing in WUE when locally cost|
effective. Other funding sources
are often available for others. In
the future, more actions may be
maximization or cost effective cost effective because of lower
Urban Caucus 10/15/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC measures? costs and higher prices of water.
y- see CALFED WUE Tech
ACWA 11/18/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC questions CALFED #s Appendix, p5-47
DWR will participate in peer review|
of data presented in WPU,
ACWA 11/18/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC wants peer review of Pl report including Pl's
Irrigation Assoc. 10/17/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC delete 'minimal or no irrigation' X
y- respectfully disagree, guidance
BIA, BPA, Chamb don't need 'water element' in for local planning agencies related
of Comm., CLCA 11/5/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC general plan to water could be very helpful
discuss potential water conserv.
neg. impact on wastewater quality
J Lindquist 10/17/2003 9/30/2003|5 Urban WC and quality X

Response Key

Symbol Significance

X “See Text”

Y* “Not Adopted”

N/A* “Comment Does Not Apply

to Text”
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